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Sir: 
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This paper is submitted in response to the Office Action dated April 19, 2005 for which 
the three-month date for response is July 19, 2005. Since this response is filed on July 19, 2005, 
this action is timely filed. 

If an extension of time is required to enable this paper to be timely filed and there is no 
separate Petition for Extension of Time, this paper is to be construed as also constituting a 
Petition for Extension of Time under 37 CFR § 1.136(a) for a period of time sufficient to enable 
this document to be timely filed. 
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The Commissioner is authorized to deduct the amount of $ 700.00 from Williams, 
Morgan & Amerson, P.C. Deposit Account No. 50-0786/2008.007500. Should any additional 
fees under 37 CF.R. §§ 1.16 to 1.21 be required for any reason, the Commissioner is authorized 
to deduct said fees from Williams, Morgan & Amerson, P.C. Deposit Account No. 
50-0786/2008.007500, 

Reconsideration of the application in view of the following remarks is respectfully 
requested. 
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the elements of claim 22. There is no indication of motivation in the cited prior art to prompt 



22. Without applying improper hindsight reasoning, those skilled in the art would not combine 
Lee and Merritt to make obvious all of the elements of claim 22 of the present invention. 
However, as described above, even if Lee and Merritt were combined, all of the elements of 
claim 22 would not be taught or made obvious. Therefore, the Examiner fails to establish a 
prima facie case of obviousness in light of the amendments and arguments provided herein. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully assert that claims 1-28 are now allowable. 

If for any reason the Examiner finds the application other than in condition for allowance, 
the Examiner is requested to call the undersigned attorney at the Houston, Texas telephone 
number (713) 934-4069 to discuss the steps necessary for placing the application in condition for 
allowance. 



those skilled in the art to combine their teaching to render obvious all of the elements of claim 
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